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All persons are by nature free and independent , and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which 
are those of enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and of 
pursuing and obtaining safety and happiness. - Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 



The Anti- Gun Male 

Byjulia Gorin 

Let's be honest. He's scared 
of the thing. That's understandable- 
-so am I. But as a girl I have the 
luxury of being able to admit it. I 
don't have to masquerade 
squeamishness as grand principle -- 
in the interest of mankind, no less. 
A man does. He has to say things 
like "One Taniqua Hall is one too 
many," as a New York radio talk 
show host did in referring to the 9- 
year old New York girl who was 
accidentally shot last year by her 
12-year old cousin playing with his 
uncle's gun. But the truth is he 
desperately needs Taniqua Hall, just 
like he needs as many Columbines 
and Santees as can be mustered, 
until they spell an end to the Second 
Amendment. And 

not for the benefit of the masses, 
but for the benefit of his self¬ 
esteem. 

He often accuses men with 
guns of "compensating for 
something." The truth is quite the 
reverse. After all, how is he 
supposed to feel knowing there are 
men out there who aren't 
intimidated by the big bad inanimate 
villain? How is he to feel in the face 
of adolescent boys who have used 
the family gun effectively in 
defending the family from an armed 
intruder? So if he can't touch a gun, 
he doesn't want other men to be 
able to either. And to achieve his 
ends, he'll use the only weapon he 
knows how to manipulate: the law. 
Of course, sexual and psychological 
insecurities don't account for ALL 
men against guns. Certainly there 
must be some whose motives are 
pure, who perhaps do care so much 


as to tirelessly look for policy 
solutions to teenage void and 
aggressiveness, and to parent and 
teacher negligence. But for a 
potentially large underlying 
contributor, psycho-sexual 

inadequacy has gone unexplored 
and unacknowledged. It's one thing 
to not be comfortable with a firearm 
and therefore opt to not keep or 
bear one. But it's another to impose 
the same handicap onto others. 

People are suspicious of 
what they do not know --and not 
only does this man not know how to 
use a gun, he doesn't know the men 
who do, or the number of people 
who have successfully used one to 
defend themselves from injury or 
death. But he is better left in the 
dark; his life is hard enough 
knowing there are men out there 
who don't sit cross-legged. That 
they're able to handle a firearm 
instead of being handled by it would 
be too much to bear. 

Such a man is also best kept 
huddled in urban centers, where he 
feels safer than he might if thrown 
out on his own into a rural setting, 
in an isolated house on a quiet 
street where he would feel naked 
and helpless. Lacking the confidence 
that would permit him to be 
sequestered in sparseness, and 
lacking a gun, he finds comfort in 
the cloister of crowds. The very 
ownership of a gun for defense of 
home and family implies some 
assertiveness and a certain self- 
reliance. But if our man kept a gun 
in the house, and an intruder broke 
in and started attacking his wife in 
front of him, he wouldn't be able to 
later say, "He had a knife—there was 
nothing I could do!" Passively 


watching in horror while already 
trying to make peace with the 
violent act, scheduling a therapy 
session and forgiving the 
perpetrator before the attack is even 
finished wouldn't be the option it 
otherwise is. 

No. Better to emasculate all 
men. Because let's face it: He's a 
lover, not a fighter. And he doesn't 
want to get shot in case he has an 
affair with your wife. 

Of course, it wouldn't be 
completely honest not to admit that 
owning a firearm carries with it 
some risk to unintended targets. 
That's the tradeoff with a gun: The 
right to defend one's life and way of 
life isn't without peril to oneself. 
And the last thing this man wants to 
do is risk his life-if even to save it. 
For he is guided by a dread fear for 
his life, and has more confidence in 
almost anyone else's ability to 
protect him than his own, preferring 
to place himself at the mercy of the 
villain or in the sporadically 
competent hands of authorities (his 
line of defense consisting of locks, 
alarm systems, reasoning with the 
attacker, calling the police or, 
should fighting back occur to him, 
thrashing a heavy vase). 

In short, he is a man 
begging for subjugation. He longs 
for its promise of equality in 
helplessness. Because only when 
that strange, independent alpha 
breed of male is helpless along with 
him will he feel adequate. Indeed, 
his freedom lies in this other man's 
containment. 
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leading practitioner of junk medical 
research. Kates calls him to the mat 
for, among other things, citing an 
article that he (Kellerman) claims 
was supportive of his gun-banning 
views. In reality, the article actually 
made the opposite point. 

For those familiar with the 
growing scandal of the totally 
fraudulent work of Michael Bellesiles 1 
Arming America, Kates shows that 
such dishonesty is not new to the 
ranks of anti- gun scholarship. 

Fewer deaths, even while there 
are more guns 

"In sum," says Kates, "over 
the thirty-year period from 1968 
through the end of 1997, a 373 
percent increase in the stock of 
civilian handguns, and a 262 percent 
increase in the civilian stock of guns 
overall, coincided with a 68.9 
percent decrease in the number of 
fatal gun accidents - even as 
population substantially increased." 

Kates reveals that, over this 
thirty-year period, the hand gun 
replaced the long gun as the self- 
defense weapon of choice in 
American homes and businesses. 
This trend to displace the more 
lethal long gun has coincided with 
fewer children and adults being 
accidentally killed. 

Although Kates does not 
make the argument, it could also be 
pointed out that the decline in child 
deaths preceded mandatory lock- 
up- your safety laws requiring trigger 
locks and other stratagems 
guaranteed to render guns useless 
for self- defense. 

Anti- gunners omit evidence 
that shatters their theories 

Kates documents another 
favorite trick of the anti-gun zealots 
in the medical profession. When 
discussing the "gun scourge" within 
the United States, they combine the 
homicide and suicide figures. They 
get more "gun deaths" that way. 

But when comparing the 
U.S. to foreign countries, the anti's 
become selective in two ways. They 
omit high-gun ownership countries 
such as Switzerland and Israel with 
their low murder rates. And, they 
compare only the homicide rates, 
because most European countries 
have whopping suicide rates that 
would ruin the "gun scourge" 
calumny heaped on the U.S. 

One of the particularly 
devastating statistics that Kates dug 
up represents a tremendous 
indictment of big-city laws 


disarming victims. The homicide 
rate among young black inner-city 
males is 900 percent higher than 
their counterparts in rural areas 
where young blacks have much 
greater ownership of and access to 
firearms. 

Kates presents a compelling 
case that murderers are not average 
folks like you or me who go berserk 
because we have a gun in our hands. 
Rather, murderers come from the 
criminal ranks of society. 

'The great majority of 
murderers have life histories of 
violence, felony records, substance 
abuse, and car and other dangerous 
accidents," he states. 

You are NOT more likely to be 
killed by your own gun 

A fair amount of ink was 
devoted to describing the details of 
the mendacity of Dr. Arthur 
Kellerman. In his infamous 1993 
New England Journal of Medicine 
article, Kellerman suggested that 
one is 2.7 times more likely to be 
killed by one's gun kept in the 
household than to kill an intruder. 

One sleight of hand is 
immediately apparent. Restricting 
self-defense uses of guns to 
instances where the intruder is killed 
ignores the other 99 percent of the 
time the gun is used in self-defense 
without a death resulting. 

For a long time, Kellerman 
refused to release his data. When 
the pressure mounted against his 
stonewalling and finally forced the 
data's release, it became apparent 
why "scientist" Kellerman did not 
want other researchers to see his 
data. 

It showed that his 
conclusions were completely wrong! 
The data did not show that even one 
homicide victim was killed with a 
gun ordinarily kept in that 
household. 

"Indeed the indirect 
evidence presented," Kates says, 
"indicates that the home gun 
homicide victims were killed using 
guns not kept in the victim's home." 

Did you catch that? The 
victims in Kellerman's study were 
not killed by their own guns. 

For years, Sarah Brady and 
her media cohorts have been all too 
willing to swallow Kellerman's data 
without examining it, so they can 
scare people about the supposed 
danger of the guns kept in their 
homes. 

If you hear a report in the 
future that some medical group or 


researcher has found how at risk we 
are if we own a gun, remember that 
those "researchers" quite often lie 
like a rug. 

Doctors for Responsible 
Gun Ownership 

Dr. Timothy Wheeler is 
speaking out about the controversial 
practice of physicians questioning 
patients about gun ownership. 

Dr. Wheeler, a southern 
California surgeon, is the director of 
Doctors for Responsible Gun 
Ownership (DRGO), a project of the 
Claremont Institute launched in 
1994. With more than 1,300 
physician- members nationwide, 
DRGO supports the safe and lawful 
use of firearms. One of its major 
projects is countering the bad 
science and ideological bias behind 
the attempt to treat guns as a 
"disease" that threatens public 
health. 

For more information on 
DRGO, please visit 

http://www.claremont.org/1 drao.cf 

in 

Killer Calls for Total Gun 
Ban 

A student in Austria who 
shot and killed one teacher and 
wounded another in 1997, is calling 
for a total ban on private weapons 
possession in the country. The 
gunman, who identifies himself as 
Flelmut Z, said he would have been 
unable to obtain the gun he used in 
the school shooting if Austrian 
residents were banned from owning 
weapons. Flelmut, who was 15 at the 
time of the shooting, used his 
father's gun. 

"Availability means murder," 
said Flelmut Z in talking about the 
recent school shooting in Erfurt, 
Germany. "Flands off weapons -- no 
student should have access to them, 
and in my experience, neither 
should any private individual. 

'The gunman was sentenced 
to eight years in prison, but was 
released last September on parole. 

-- AP, May 3, 2002 

Bid to Stop Forced Drugging 
Fails 

The Eighth Circuit Court of 
Appeals has refused a petition for a 
new hearing to overturn the forced 
drugging of Charles Sell, a St. Louis 
dentist charged with billing fraud. 

The 5-4 oral decision comes 
after a March 2002 ruling that found 




that a defendant can be forcibly 
drugged even though he has not 
been convicted of any charges or 
found to be a danger. 

The petition was supported 
by the Association of American 
Physicians and Surgeons and the 
American Civil Liberties Union. 

'The court's ruling is in 
obvious conflict to Supreme Court 
rulings," said AAPS attorney Andrew 
Schlafly. 'The stunning breadth of 
the decision leaves few, if any, 
defendants free from the threat of 
being medicated against their will." 

The majority opinion issued 
in March acknowledging that "the 
evidence does not support a finding 
that Sell posed a danger to himself 
or others" but still found that 
"charges of fraud" alone were 
"serious" enough to justify forced 
medication. Further, the court held 
that there were no limits on the 
quantity or type of drugs. 

Sell, charged with Medicaid 
fraud, has been imprisoned for more 
than four years, including one-and- 
a-half years in solitary confinement, 
AAPS said. 

He has never been brought 

to trial. 

-- www.newsmax.com/2002/5/16 

New laws to target illegal 
guns in Australia 

SYDNEY (AP) - New laws 

proposed by the New South Wales 
government would allow police to 
use firearm detector dogs in all 

public areas, Police Minister Michael 
Costa said. 

Mr Costa said firearms laws 

would be updated to create new 

offences and increase penalties for 
existing offences. 

The changes will allow 
police to use firearm detector dogs 
in all public places, including 
streets, public transport and 
entertainment venues, without a 
warrant. 

The government recently 
announced the policy for the use of 
drug sniffer dogs on trains. 

Mr Costa said in line with 
the newest measures, the NSW 
Firearm Detection Dog Unit would be 
expanded from six to 26 dogs. 

The dogs were being trained 
to trace firearms, gunshot residue 
and explosives, he said. 

However, Mr Costa said 
porous borders were a problem and 
this had not been addressed in the 
federal budget. 


"Handguns will still come in, 
but we need to detect them on the 
street, and these powers will enable 
the police to do that," Mr Costa told 
reporters. 

"We make no apologies for 
moving down this path." 

In other planned measures, 
a person caught with three or more 
unregistered guns would be deemed 
a supplier, making them liable to 20 
years' jail. 

Police would also be able to 
refuse licence applications without 
having to explain the rejection. 

An offence would also be 
created of knowingly supplying 
materials or information to illegally 
modify firearms. 

Changes would also be 
made to knife and move-on 
legislation. 

Anyone convicted of three 
knife-related offences would face a 
penalty of two years' jail or a fine of 
$ 2 , 200 . 

Civil Libertarians opposed 
the expanded use of firearm 
detector dogs, saying they believed 
the legislation covering the dogs 
was invalid. 

"All you are doing is wasting 
valuable resources by sniffing and 
searching the vast majority of 
people who are not carrying guns," 
NSW Civil Liberties Council president 
Cameron Murphy said. 

"What I would rather see is 
intelligence-based policing where 
they target the people who are going 
to be carrying the guns." -- May 16, 
2002 

Ed.: Mr. Murphy, isn't 

"intelligence-based policing” the 
hallmark of a police state? 

Sniper Experts Give Safety 
Tips 

BALTIMORE (AP) - Men who 
spent their careers studying snipers 
are giving civilians the kind of advice 
they once gave to people 
accustomed to living in the line of 
fire: Keep moving. Look for cover. 

Dark, out-of-the-way spots 
may be the safest places for people 
to buy groceries or pump gas, said 
retired Maj. John Plaster, former 
Army Green Beret and author of The 
Ultimate Sniper, a police and military 
training manual. He offered the 
advice to people in counties 
surrounding Washington, where 
sniper attacks have terrorized 
people. 


"If you look at where the 
night shootings have taken place, 
they were well illuminated," Plaster 
said. 'Think about how well lit a gas 
station is at night when you're 
pumping gas." 

Don Bassett, a former FBI 
instructor who trained agents to be 
snipers, said people should make 
themselves difficult targets. Anyone 
in an open area should keep moving 
- especially if the area is surrounded 
by woods or rolling terrain, he said. 
Anyone getting out of a car should 
avoid the most brightly lit areas of 
service stations or parking lots. 

Bassett said quiet, country 
roads may be safer than busy streets 
for taking a walk or a jog. He calls 
schools and service stations "target- 
rich areas" because they see a 
constant flow of traffic. 

"I think he's picking targets 
of opportunity that are more or less 
plums," Bassett said. 

People walking quickly are 
harder to shoot, he said. 

Plaster said people should 
also be aware when they're standing 
in an area where they're visible from 
more than 80 to 100 yards away. He 
said it's not difficult for a trained 
marksman to hit a target from that 
distance. 

Bassett said the sniper could 
be firing from up to 500 yards away. 

Ed: Anybody seen Lon 
Horiuchi lately?? 

Senate candidate blue - - 
literally 

GREAT FALLS, Montana (AP) 
Montana's Libertarian candidate for 
Senate has turned blue from 
drinking a silver solution that he 
believed would protect him from 
disease. 

Stan Jones, a 63-year-old 
business consultant and part-time 
college instructor, said he started 
taking colloidal silver in 1999 for 
fear that Y2K disruptions might lead 
to a shortage of antibiotics. 

He made his own concoction 
by electrically charging a couple of 
silver wires in a glass of water. 

His skin began turning 

blue-gray a year ago. 

"People ask me if it's 
permanent and if I'm dead," he said. 
"I tell them I'm practicing for 
Halloween." 

He does not take the 
supplement any longer, but the skin 
condition, called argyria, is 
permanent. The condition is 
generally not serious. 




Colloidal silver dietary 
supplements are marketed widely as 
an anti- bacterial agent or immune- 
system booster, but some consider 
it quackery. 

Dump UNESCO! 

By Rep. Ron Paul 

During his recent speech 
before the United Nations general 
assembly, President Bush announced 
that the United States would rejoin 
UNESCO, a UN agency that has for 
decades promoted an anti-American 
agenda. "Rejoining" of course means 
funding with American tax dollars. 
Our new commitment to UNESCO 
will cost $60 million annually for 
starters, fully one-quarter of the 
agency's budget. Sadly, I believe the 
administration made this decision as 
a concession to our globalist critics, 
who have been relentlessly accusing 
the President of "unilateralism" for 
daring to consider acting in Iraq 
without UN permission. This is done 
to soften UN opposition to our plans 
to initiate war. 

"UNESCO" stands for United 
Nations Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Organization, which sounds 
lofty. In truth, the agency is nothing 
but a mouthpiece for the usual UN 
causes, including international 
abortion and population control; 
politically correct UN curriculum for 
American schools; UN control of 
federal land in America; cultural 
relativism; and global taxation, just 
to name a few. President Reagan 
bravely withdrew the U.S. from 
UNESCO in 1984, citing the 
organization's financial 

mismanagement, blatant anti- 
Americanism, and general hostility 
to freedom. Today, however, we find 
ourselves once again becoming 
further entangled with the UN -- all 
because we lack the courage to 
assert our sovereignty and tell the 
world that our Constitution, not the 
UN, governs our nation. 

To better understand 
UNESCO, consider a quote from Sir 
Julian Huxley, brother of the famous 
Aldous Huxley. Julian Huxley was the 
founding director-general of 
UNESCO when he said the following: 

'The general philosophy of 
UNESCO should be a scientific world 
humanism, global in extent... It can 
stress...the transfer of full 
sovereignty from separate nations to 
a world political organization... 
Political unification in some sort of 
world government will be 


required...to help the emergence of 
a single world culture." 

From its inception UNESCO 
has been openly hostile to American 
values, our Constitution, and our 
western culture. Why in the world 
should we send tax dollars to an 
organization that actively promotes 
values so contrary to those of most 
Americans? 

But there's more. Mr. Huxley 
goes on to state that perhaps 
eugenics, the so-called science of 
creating better people through 
genetic manipulation, is not so bad 
after all: 

"Even though it is quite true 
that any radical eugenic policy will 
be for many years...politically 
impossible, it will be important for 
UNESCO to see that the eugenic 
problem is examined with the 
greatest care, and that the public 
mind is informed of the issues at 
stake so that much that is now 
unthinkable may at least become 
thinkable." 

This is the reality of 
UNESCO, the agency your tax dollars 
will once again fund. How much 
more hostility will the American 
people accept before we realize that 
the UN represents a very real threat 
to our freedom, our sovereignty, and 
our way of life? 

U.S. or U.N.? 

Is Congress authorizing 
funds for the U.S. Department of 
State or the U.N. Department of 
Global Governance? 

The House will vote on 
whether or not to spend $8.6 billion 
for the operations of the U.S. 
Department of State and related 
agencies in fiscal year 2003. 

Here's where your money 
will be going: 

1. $244 million to the 
United Nations for so-called "back 
dues" to the U.N. plus $78 million in 
U.S. "dues" that have accumulated 
since last year. (The $244 million is 
the third installment of the three- 
year, $926 million "back dues" to 
the U.N.) 

2. $726 million for 

international "peacekeeping" 

activities. 

3. $820 million for general 
migration and refugee assistance; 
$60 million earmarked for 
transporting, resettling and 
absorbing refugees in Israel. 

4. $891 million for 
assessed expenses to international 
organizations in fiscal year 2003; 


UNESCO being one of these U.N. 
international organizations. 

It also... 

1. Raises the U.S. share of 
U.N. so-called "peacekeeping" 
expenses from 25%to slightly over 
27%for two years. 

2. Expresses the sense of 
Congress that the president should 
rejoin United Nations Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Organization 
(UNESCO). 

This bill should be sent back 
to a conference committee where we 
can continue our pressure to remove 
these enormous sums of money to 
finance the United Nations 
Department of Global Governance. 

The Gramsci Factor 

By Chuck Morse 

Tactics introduced by Italian 
communist Antonio Gramsci in the 
1930's have contributed greatly to 
the decline of the west. High taxes, 
the toleration of illegal aliens and 
possible terrorists, political 
correctness, the dumbing down and 
drugging of children and the 
deliberate corruption of their 
morals, the anti human element 
pervading the environmental 
movement, the norming of abortion, 
euthanasia, divorce, homosexuality, 
and other issues, are manifestations 
of the Gramsci factor. 

Gramsci called for a gradual 
transfer of legislative power from 
elected bodies to appointed 
bureaucracies where unnatural and 
authoritarian international socialism 
could be quietly implemented by 
force. The natural outgrowth of this 
has been a sense of loss of control 
expressed by such phenomena as 
voter apathy. Americans are 
surrendering their G-d given rights 
without knowing it. We are 
encouraged to think of ourselves as 
members of proscribed groups with 
pre-determined values rather than 
as individuals. 

Antonio Gramsci, co¬ 
founder of the Italian Communist 
Party in 1921, after spending time in 
Leninist Russia, realized that a 
revolutionary Marxist approach to 
world socialism would fail in western 
societies. He realized that the 
western democracies appreciated 
the benefits of individual rights, 
patriotism, and faith in the creator 
and that these ideas were deeply 
ingrained and would not be easily 
surrendered. Instead of violent 
Marxist revolution, Gramsci would 
advocate a "long march through the 




institutions before socialism and 
relativism would be victorious." He 
believed that "capitalist bourgeois 
society" could be seduced into 
accepting communism through the 
gradual seduction of the western 
mind. Wildly popular amongst 
leftists but not widely known in the 
broader culture, Gramsci would 
author over 33 books while in an 
Italian prison where he died in 1937. 

Gramscian ideas differ from 
those of a 19th century British 
Fabian socialism that called for a 
creeping conquest of the free world 
through the gradual changing of the 
letter and meaning of the law, as the 
ACLU has done in this country. 
Gramsci took communism a step 
further by advocating a literal 
change of human consciousness 
itself. This would be accomplished 
through the infiltration and gradual 
control of dominant western 
cultural, educational and media 
institutions. 

Gramscian communists, 
such as Theodore Adorno, Erich 
Fromm, and later Herbert Marcuse, 
fled the Nazis and transported the 
tenets of the Gramscian- based 
Frankfort School to Columbia 
University in the 1930's, with the 
goal of producing "a new stratum of 
intellectuals" that would be charged 
with dominating western culture. 
The Frankfort School invented 
"critical theory" which is based on 
the premise that there is no such 
thing as objective reality. Everything 
is "perception," according to critical 
theory, and perception is controlled 
by ruling elites who decide what is 
real. Once the false premise is 
accepted that an individual's 
perception is formed by the 
environment rather than by an 
intrinsic ability to identify truth, the 
Gramcian communist, consumed by 
an insufferable sense of his own 
superiority, feels entitled to obtain 
and wield power over the masses for 
the sake of creating new and better 


realities and perceptions. The 
Gramscian actually believes that he 
is morally obligated, based on an 
overarching sense of superiority, to 
control others and enforce change. 

While Marxism calls for the 
fomenting of violent conflict 
between classes, races etc., and 
Fabian Socialism seeks control over 
the system of justice and the literal 
language of the law, Gramscian 
communism seeks control over 
culture, established religion, media, 
education, and other areas where 
intellectual discourse takes place. 
Psychiatry, with its pretensions to 
knowledge of the innermost being, 
is a major bailiwick for Gramscian 
communists. It should be noted that 
the regressive theories of socialism, 
when enthroned, have already led to 
the liquidation of over 100 million 
human beings and a Holocaust 
against the Jews of Europe. 

How can we fight this ever- 
encroaching behemoth as it 
colonizes our minds and casts dark 
clouds over our future? 

The difficulty lies in the fact 
that Gramscian communists are not 
bound to the same objective 
standards of truth as the rest of us. 
Given that communism is nothing 
more than a quest by power- hungry 
elitists toward the attainment of 
power for themselves, communists 
will do virtually anything to achieve 
their goals. Perhaps the answer is 
that genuinely progressive lovers of 
freedom need to recognize that their 
primary weapon is their addiction to 
truth, or, as Thomas Jefferson so 
eloquently stated, "the laws of 
nature and of nature's God." 
Vociferously standing up for truth 
could go a long way toward saving 
this nation from a slide into 
totalitarianism. 

We need to state that we are 
answerable to a creator of the 
universe, not to "enlightened" elites 
who seek to refashion reality in their 
own image while attempting to 


overthrow the creator. Marx was not 
as much an atheist as he was anti- 
G-d. 

We need to state that our 
freedom is predicated on the 
recognition of individual sovereignty 
and that the individual, in order to 
enjoy the fruits of freedom, is 
capable of discerning objective 
morality and fashioning his life 
within the limitations of nature. 

We must insist that our 
children be taught in such a manner 
that they will be able to develop the 
cognitive abilities that will enable 
them to function as sovereign 
individuals rather than what they get 
now which is political propaganda 
meant to create confusion, 
dissonance and docility. We must 
insist that our culture protect the 
innocence of our children. We must 
return a sense of honor and 
privilege in American citizenship and 
insist on standards of behavior for 
guests within our borders. We must 
reassert the sovereignty of our 
federation of states and disentangle 
ourselves from involvements that 
sacrifice our freedoms and its 
accompanying prosperity on the 
altar of world socialism. 

© 2002 SierraTimes.com 

* * * 

“Communism is merely 
building bridges to socialism." -V.l. 
Lenin, 1914 

* * * 

“The American people will 
never knowingly adopt Socialism, 
but under the name of Liberalism, 
they will adopt every fragment of 
the Socialist program until one day 
America will be a Socialist nation 
without knowing how it happened.” 
-- Norman Thomas, Socialist Party 
Presidential candidate 
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